turbulent UDI years, should make an effort to obtain a set of "Rhodesian Forces". The Making of Modern Strategy in the product of a spectrum of contributors working on the concept of strategy and in particular the strategy formulation processes. These contributors include not only historians but also political scientists, some of whom focus on security and strategic studies. Thus editors and contributors represent a necessary balance, as the making of strategy requires insights and understanding of both fields. Throughout the book the writers focus upon the historical 176 Scientia Militaria -28{I) 1998
The Making of Modern Strategy in the product of a spectrum of contributors working on the concept of strategy and in particular the strategy formulation processes. These contributors include not only historians but also political scientists, some of whom focus on security and strategic studies. In the conclusion the editors attempt to identity the forces that shaped strategy over the past 2400 years and assess its impact. These forces are bureaucracy, mass politics, ideology, technical and economic power. This represents a shift away from those forces identified when the first of the chapters was written. The authors briefly conclude how these forces in their own right played a role in the shaping of strategy. In closing, the editors briefly outline other forces that may in future impact upon the making of strategy.
The real value of the publication lies in the confluence of the historic and political science dimensions in an attempt to promote an understanding of the processes involved in the making of strategy. The use of multifarious contributors facilitated the incorporation of variables presumed to underlie the process and arrive at an understanding of how particular countries over time used or rejected these factors. Simultaneously the selection of contributors enabled the isolation of new forces that played a definite role in the different strategies for which countries opted. The publication is of much value to academic departments for it already contains the fusion of history and the political sciences, particular time frames that allow both a selective approach as well as a generic component as a foundation or departure for understanding the strategies that evolved. As such it represents valuable insights into how states, politicians and soldiers viewed and blended ends, ways and means in their understanding and formulation of strategies according to their peculiar circumstances, threats and vulnerabilities.
The publication however tends to be dominated by the historic approach. This to some extent masks the security and deeper strategic considerations. The chapters tend to reflect a dominant continental approach with the maritime and air dimensions not enjoying their rightful place. The essays also have a dominant European and American focus with regard to both the participants as well as the particular choice of chapters. Asia, Africa and Latin America do not feature prominently whilst some of these regions do reflect their own unique approaches and events. The inclusion of the process whereby decision-makers formulated strategy according to circumstances unique to their regions might have widened the utility of the publication in terms of a wider audience.
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